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Prom (he Ohiengo Times, Nov, 19
THE DOUGLAS BANQUET IN THE CITY OF CHI-
CAGO,

Pursunnt 1o previous nrrangements, heretofore published
in this paper, some 1wo busdred or more geutlemen assen-
bied in the parlors of the Tremont House in Chicago on
the evening of the 9th inst—tho occasion being to attend
the public dioner teedered by his personal nnd political
friends to the Hon, Stepben A, Douglas,

At seven o'clock the company pressnt, proceded by the
Light Guard Band and the officers of the day, proceeded to
the spacious dining ball of the Tremont House,

‘The following gentlemen were the officers of the day :

Commitioe of veerption—Thomas Hoyne, A. Harvie, lensc
Cook, J. B, F. ltussell, Dr. B MeVieker, H. A Clark, Aroo
Voss, Bolomon L. Sharp,

Cammitter fo receive aubsoriptions.—FE. B. Willlams, B, 8
Shinuer, M. Gleason, Philip Conly, Dr. Smith, Patrick Bal-
logail, Ho N, Mooros, B, G, Caufield, Samuel Ashton.

Chieera of the duy.—ol. K. ). Hamilton, president. Dr.
Dantel Brainard, Major John L. Peyton, Dr. William B.
Fyan, John B, Turner, Charles O'Conver, and Morgan L.
Kebth, vice presidentss

All these gentivmen were present.  The company huving
taken their positions ut the table, the Rev, Dr, Smallwood
tnvoked the Llessings of Heaven in an sppropriste prayer.

The company then proceded to discuss the good things
and substantinls so hountifully and excellently presented
thems by Messrs. Gage; and, having done full justice to
ihomerlvos and the taste of Messrs. Gage, the cloth was re-
maved,

wl. I J. Hamilton then called the company to order,
and read the following tonsts ¢

1. The Constitution of the United States: Tg:i only

Awerican boundary which ought not 10 be expanded.
[Air—Wasbingion's March.

2. Franklin Pierce, President of the United States : Our
preseut wieten relutions attest the wisdom of his adminis-
tration.  Respected abroad and ;rrt:mlwrous at home, under
the guidunes of democrntie principles the republic i tri-
amnplinntly progregeing in the pathway marked out hy the

frwme s of the constitution. .
[ Air—Hail to the Chief.

4, The wemories of Washington, Madison, and Jefferson :
May the wisdom of their ieachings never be d.imgﬁirdu!.

rge.

4 Our distinguished guest, Stophen A, Dm:ilu: Musse-
chusens guve the Union her Wehbster, Kentue! ! her Clay,
South Carolina ber Calboun, Michigan ber Cass.  Each
State b prowd of her lustrious son, but ean cherish with
no wariaer affection their grent renown than 1llinols wears
on her heart the vame of Douglas. The originator aud
aucressful advocate of the Illinois Central rairond, the
champion of Suste rights nnd constitational liberty, ltleois
has no nebler son—the great West no truer ﬂ'innd'.

[Air—See the eonquering hero comes.

Afer the cheering with which this sentiment was re-
coived had somewhat subsided, the Hon. 8. A. Douglas
rose, nnd was greeted with grest mpplause. He said:

Gesriewes ; To say that T am pml‘aundl‘{.impruud with
the honor you have done me by this demonsiration of

our confidence and regard, is but feebly to express the
iup em ueus of my heart. Amunﬁlhn wany aod oft-re-

ted acta of kinduess which 1 have received ot your
uwnds, t h many years of public service, none has
been #o grateful o my feelings or will leave a more lastin
impression upon niy mind and heart, It will be uulu.rnﬁ
amung the most secred memories of my life, and, while 1
mvuqbopa to rewlise the Hattering snd too sanguine anti-
cipations the sentiment which has just been received so
enthusinatically implies, | can give you the assurance of
an unabated and an uncensing effort and unyield-
ing fidelity

1o those great principles which bave com-
manded your admiration, and which have caused you
to make this demonstration, more than from any Eu-‘
sonal regerd for mysell, because your partinlity bas
identified we with its success. Regarding this demon-
strution, then, ws an evidence of your loyalty to the
princi of the coustitution and the Union, nod to the
several acts of Congress for the orgunization of the Terri-
tories of Knnsad and Nebraska, it is fur more gratifying to
me thun oy personal ovition whiswoever. [n deference to
the motive which has induced you o assemble around this
fustive board, and in obedience to what | understand
to be your geueral desire, | will proceed at ocuce, at the
tazard of being somewhat tedious, W give an outline of
the argument ! have presented everywhere in this State in |
vindicati LY and principles of that mene-
ure, and the reasons which r d it my imperative duty
10 urge its ¢ through Congress. 1 find very few
3 ou who are bold enough to meet the issue dimﬂ‘y and
w deny the correciness of the priaciple vpon whi ch the
measure is founded, to wit: Phat the people of each State
af thin Union and each Derritory, with @ sicw o s admis-

siom into the Union, have the vight, and to be permitied
fummm.wjmuywnﬂ domestic Inati-
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. T was then ag fercely and biver].
i for wy support of the Missouri promise as |

it bad been the & t to nroid sectional
conflicts upon the slavery question by a geographical line
aeross the continent, so iar wa onr territory might extend,
upot the parallel of 36 30 north latitude, wlerating slavery
on the one side and forever prohibiting it on the other,
This line is known as the Missouri-Compromise line. When
L entered Congress for the first time in 1843 1 found this
line upon the statute-book ; and although 1 did not then
approve any more than now of the principles involved in
it, yot | was willing o abide by it aud carry it outin the
same senge in which it was originally sdopled, rather than
Lo expose the country to the 1s and convulsions of o
slavery ngitation. Accordingly, when in 1845 Texas was
sunexed to the Upited States, und there were all the ele
ments of & slavery sgitution ready to burst forth in their
fury, | was of the opinion that allof the reasons und consid-

tlous which induced the adoption of that lins in 1830
called for its extension indefinitely westward through

the new acquisitions so fur us we mig:&:pulm the coun-
1

try. That proposition was inserted in nt resvlutions
fu{ ihe annexation of Texas ut my sug on, and, by re-
ceiving the noquiesconce if not the :? robation of the
whole country, proved successtul in avoiding the calami-
ties which were intended to be uverted by it Agsin, in
1848, when by the treaty with Mexico we acquired COunli-
foruia, Utah, and New Mexico, and by that aet incurred the
responaibility of providing gevernments for the Territories
thus ceded, the inguiry arose how the slavery question was
to be adjusted, and asectional conflict avoided. To wy
mind all the und considerati which induved the
original adoption of the line of 38 30 in 1820, and it ex-
tension in 1845 us the dividing line between freedom and
slavery, between free territory und slave territory, between
free States and slave States, d i the extension of
that line to the Preific ocean in the same sense and with
the same understanding with which it was originally
adopted, in order to preserve peace and frieadly relations
between the different States und sections of the Union.
Deeply impressed with this conviction, | proposed, and the
Sennte adopted, n provision in  territorial bill in August,
LH48, for the extension of the Missourl Compromise 1o the
Pacific ocenn. [ Applunse.)

When the mensure was sent  to the House of Representa-
tives, it was promptly, and perbaps | muy say with vath,
indignently, rejected’in that body by northers men with
free-soil proclivities. Itis not wmy purpose on the present
oceasion 1o question the propriety of that vole or the pa-
triotism of those who gave it, but to call attention to the
fact that if that line hnd been  extegded to the Pucific, s
proposed by myself und sanctioned b
ute, there would have been at oncennd forever an end of the
slav agitation concernin,

hu%—?ur if the line bad been thus extended to the
weific, and hed been adhered to in good faith, it would
not only have settled the question forever as to ull terri-
tory owned, but would have prevented the re-
pewal of the controversy in regard to any territory that
might hereafter be nequired cither upon the north or south
of it.  Hewee it will be perceived that those who defented
the extension and gbservance of the Missouri line are re-
sponuible for ull the agitations and consequences which fol-
lowed the defest of the Senpste's proposition. It was pot
only rejected in the House of Represeutatives, as | have
stated, by northerm votes, in Algnst, 1848, but an ap-
was  immediately taken to the nouut;;h in the
prasidential election which was then 2 ere were
three candidates in the flield with warm and enthusiastic
supporters in ull the free States. Martin Van Buren wus
the cgndidate of the abolitionists and free-soilers, nom-
jnated st Busfalo and standing on the Buffalo plat-
form. That pladorm declared, if my memory serves me
right, first, that Co the constitutional
wer to abolish and prohibit slavery everywhere in the
grrlmrl-of the United States; and, sccond, that they,
the free-sollers and sbalitionists, would abolish wnd pro-
hibit sluvery wherever they had the constitutional power,
not only in all the Territories of the United States, but in the
Distrief of Columbia, and iz the dock-yards, forts, and
arse sud all other places in the Swise the jurisdiction
over which hsd been ceded to the United Statcy Thus it
appears that overy free-soller und every sbolitionis! in
Amwmerica, by his vote for Mr. Van Buren, stood pledged to
sbolish snd prohibit slavery everywhere in the Territo-
ries of the United States. | suppose that *everywhere"
meant south as well a8 north of 36 deg. 30 min; and if 8o,
to inquire, s | bave inquired in all my speeches
delivered in tlé:‘rmenue of the abolitionists, whether they

were not pled to blot out the line of 36 deg. 30 win., or
whe Missouri-Compromise line, a8 it is now called, ns the
dividing line between free territory and slave territory, or,
as the fashionable language of the day now is, the barrier
of freedom agninst slavery 7 [Applacse.]

And if they were thus pledged under their solemn obli-
gations o thelr God and their country, I desire now 1o in-
yuire whether the freesollers and abolitionista did then
really consider the Missouri line to be o solemp and invio-
lable com: binding in hooor between all congcientions
men, the breach of w would involve national disgrace
and moral turpitude on the part of those who should pro-
posz its violation ? I the repeal of the Missvuri Compro-

tutions end infornal mutives in their own way, sulyect only to
the conatitution of the {‘nited States. While very few are
prepured 1o deny the correctuess of this principle snd the |
propriety of ite application, when the necessity is acknowl- |
edged o exist, for the organization of new Territories and
the adnission of new States, 1 find many who express se-
rious doubts as (o the necessity snd propriety of the organ-
ization of Knnsas and Nebraskn at this time, Then, let us
inquire did such necessity exist?

Yuu all know the location of these Territories—aituated
upon the immedinte frontier of Missouri, lowa, and Min-|
nesots, wnd stretching westward 1o the swmmits of the |
Rocky monntaing, and embracing within their limita all |
the eigrant routes leading from the Mississippi valley to |
Californu, and to the Territories of Oregon and Washing- |
ton,
cated forever o barbarigm, aod secured o the possession
of gavage triles;
man coidd enter the Territories for settlement, trade, or
trumsit, without incurring o penalty of $1,060 fine and six |
months' imprisonment; yet, in defiance of these pajins and |
penaltics, for the lust few years from 50 to 100,000 of gur |
cltizens have been under 1he necessity of u\weilin?: these |
coutes, on their way to their new homes in onr Pacific |
possessions, exposed to all the tender mervies of the toma- |
hawk and the sealping-knife, without the protection of
Law, or cotrts, of governmental awthority, for the want of |
any other route within the limits of our jurisdiction. |
Was it the wish or the interest of Illinois, or of the
Mississippt  vallay, or of any other portion of our!
widespread  republic, that  this InMan barrier should |
have remained forever preseribing limits to our growth |
anid extension fw that  direction T Was it your wish |
or imerest that the tide of emigration, of civiliza- |
thon, mnd of Christianity, which has been so long and

| power ot‘mryln%

| sy that they propoged its repenl for the purpose of pro

 this ¢ : was by i dedi. | iting slas .
Alb of il countey wis by treaty ang by Ikwifed: ildudm{z in booor and cousdence upop the Noeth and

By the Indian interconrse laws no white |

mise wus an ool of infumy and treachery, as is now pre-
tended, what axe we o think of those who, #ix years ago,
origl 1 the sch and compelled its ion by
depriving those of us who desived to be faithful to it of the
it out? So fur as 'he point of repeal is
concerned, the only difference between me and the aboli-
tionists and free-soilers is, that they tried to do it in 1848
nod foiled, and I tried it in 1854 and succeeded |  [Grear
lnughter and applansge.] They think that by their efforts
they were laboring in the cause of humanity, their God,
uulg thalr country ; while I, in doing that w["lich they at-
tempted upsuccesstully, have performed an aet of infamy
and treason.  Itis no snewer to this view of the anhjm-lr lm
1=
iting slavery on both sides; for if it was a sacred compact,
South
and upon the federal government, and upon afl the citi-
zens of the respective States, they had no more right to
violate it or impair its obligations for one parpose than for
another,  The motive of the therefore, cannot justify
the turpitude of the transaction, provided it was & solemn
upd inviolable compact.  Will the abolitionists and free-
soflers, then, persist in the charge that to propose a repeal

or vialation &f the Missouri Compromise was an act of in- |

famy ?

Lest the ubolitionists may take exception to this line of
dargument, I propose to place thew in company of whose
asgociations they are not at liberty. under existing cireum-
staneces, 1o complain. | believe our whig friends in 848
nominawed (ieneral Taylor as their candidate for the presi
dency. When they Leld their conventions in each of the
f‘.rﬂ'i.“stnm]t:]' the l'u?u: o nnminuu-dcandidul.h for the
pregidential electors, and povernorg, and congressmen, and
other offivers, they |mdxmolminm in favor of the pro-
hibition of slavery throughout il the Territories of the

so steadily rolfing from the East to the West, shonld be stap- |
peedd nnid dammed up, aud turned back by this barbarian
wall T Was it your wish or interest that our magnificent
system of ratlronids—which, commencing at various points |
on the Atlantic, aud following different lines, bas already
renclied the lakes and the Mississippd, and is rapidly pro-
govasing to the Missonri—should b stopped there by an
eternal turrier, withuut ever crositag the Rocky moun-
tains o conuecting with the Pacific Tl had suypuaed that |
our interest nnd bopes sod destiny all required that we
siroudd extend our setilements continuously snd steadily in
u, untll the Missiesippi valley and the Pacific |
ected by States nnd  Yerritoris, filled with intel- |
ok chvitized people, building up wenps and cities,
e estence sehool systems and churebes, and ult{
sies and elements of civilizstion, of Christianity,

fhat oy

postting, | tiest brought forward the bill to organize the |
cho Torritory tem yeors ago. | have renewed it mch|
s st I the wwean time 1 bave been twice re-|
‘ v the House of Repressniatives by the ple of
tae bl conpressional district, twies elected 1o the Senate
{the Uoited Siates by the sction of the whole State, with- |
it beariog oone word of eompleint of marmar that 1|
wad thepting to organize the Nebrasks Territory un-
nevessarily and imprup:h“rij. [Cheers.] How doce it

heppen  that  durid period, and when the
pruple of the whole State and the whole country
were  witpessing my elforts, po mas who now denies

the wpevasity for the oryganization of the Territories was
beard to rmiso his voice agwinstit? 1 am foreed to the
conciugion  that it never ocourred 1o M‘gﬂl :;i l.::
inasire WIS Unnecessary  or improper, su U

evenin of ench day  bave in their tendency rendered the
opening of thase emigrant rontes of travel more !ﬂﬂw-

United States. 1 suppose that “ail the Territories” moast
those south as well as north of 38 deg. 30 min,  If so, they
wers pledged, as well as the abolitionists and freesoilers, to
blot out the line and probibit slavery on the south side of
it. Did they consider that line as o swered compact, the
abrogation of which involved dishonor and perfidy ? 11 20,
it remaing for thew to explain how it is that they, for the
sake of electing their lesder to the presidency and possess-
ing themselves of the patronage of the government and the
emoluments of office, pled themaelves in the face of God
wnd man to do that whicl
infumy gpd treason. [Loud applause.)
This being the position of the whi

on  that vccasion.

country as the Nichalson letter.
Congress p 1 no constitutional power to legialate ppon
the subject of siavery in the Territories of the United SmPITm'
and bence that the  Missouri Compromise was unconstitu- |
tional and void; and in lien of if, he proposed that the |
people of the Terridories and of the zew States 1o be form- |
ed therein should be left entirely free to form and regulate |
their domestic institutions in their owa way, subject 1o no |
other limitation than that imposed the ion of |
e United States. Was not this the position ocenpied :.r!r
the tie in that vontest? [Cheers.] Woall |
'I:mutr t.ln:'l&u L‘bn.l idl appenrs, hn::lwi‘ brief review, |
L n and fragments segments of par-
ties in the free g;u agreed upgn this point—to wit, that
the Missouri line, prohibiting slavery on tie sne side and tol-
ecating it on the other, was wron mdoﬂ;ln tw he hlotted
out, but differed as to what should be adopted in Iim.nat‘J
it The argumant then was that the position was entirel |
untenable; that slavesy was right and proper on one lifg

bie 1o the fuil development of cur Pacific p and
our vital iwteoil s connected with those 1
must therefore be ermitiad 1o oxpress the opinion that
upon o full examinatioa of the and upon mature re-
fAection, every man, iccluding all the enemies of the Nebras-
K bkl will be furced 10 the admission that the measure,
upon the most obviouns national considerations, was not
only veorssary but indisy bl Appl 1 Yer, while
my enemies will be driven 1o admit the necessity of the |
mensire, they nny stlll maintain their opposition upon the |
groun | that ~the bill for the onganimtion of the Territories
shouid have bieon brought forwsed in o different form and
with different provisions. Then, let os direct our atteation |
to the ivrm and provisions of the bill ; wad this brings us |

of a hical line, and & the same time an atrocious
crime [ mora! evil ou the otier mde of the same |
line; that If it was right to trost lhelfmpe to 4o us they |
and make their own laws and establish their oz |

to suit thumselves on the south side of the line, |

it was difficalt to comprehend how [t was morally wrong |
10 allow the people to do the same thing parth of the line.
:;lhi%' all ia the North agreed that the

of phical line as & barrier to slavery ou the |
one side An.mdr‘m on the other should be abandoned, |

they differed radfeally in regard to the messurve which |
should take its place—the one ingisted that sla
be probibitad every where in 1he Terri and the other |

£

back 1o the origined proposition, is the p |
which it is founded corvect or not? shoa the
of each State and Territory be allowed to form sad
lure their own domestie concerns in their own way
the principle to right, it will bardly be contended
was wrong o oarry it oul when acknowledged
for nrtion hnd arrved. | adopted w not
heoanse | belleved it to be comstitul and just, but
the furiler reason that (L was recognised as the basis of
-'nmlunmi!k‘ wsures of 18540, and been decland
alioat entire aoanimity to be a fandamental article in !
oreesd of the two great political parties of the country (the |
whig and the tatic) bled in National Co
ting mt [ ltimore in 1832, for the nomination of their e
spective candidates for the presidency.
That this principle was intended 10 be
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A permanent rule |

of metion bn all futars time for the organization of all pete |

answer,

posed that, in lien of the Missouri Compromise, the |
each State should be wllowed to |
the question for | s pverywhere, without |
reference to  degrees of Istitude or longitude In the |
ou
w r there was man of
tadn who was in rm:?’ur the a:'l:{wnll
servance in good faith of the Missouri Compromise to the |
Pacific in the pense of iy original tion?  The univer- |
sal answer has hoen that | wag the solitary exception.
s
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try, 80 Gur pa | am advised, published m)

l:mu,{l‘ sarrpunded it with black lines, with the inserip-
thon,

b "_ that T was gupp

nvols of the Sen-|
the Territoricse—[loud ap- |

they pronounce to be sn sct of

» the free-soliers, and |
the abolitionists, let 13 ze2 how the democratic party stood |
1 General Cass was our candidate in |
s institutions. [ Applause.] Acting on this sup- 1848, He had just written a letter which is familiar to the |
In it be had declared that |

am pow for my advooucy of self-goverament in lieu of it
1 um charged with the enormous crime of inconsistency in
having supported that at one time which 1 bave been in-
strumental in repealing atanother. Well if 1 bave changed
my setion upon this poiut, | presume ﬁnoﬂe who arraign |
me for it have also changed theirs ; for when [ supported |
the Missouri Compromise, they opposed 1t and never be-
cume reconclled to It undl 1 rrwmud ‘it repeal, as they
had done six years befure. . [Laughter, | 1 1 have changed,
have they not wso?  And the only point to be settled
between us is stmply this—which can give the best reasons
for their comrse. | changed my wetion because thelr
combined foree deprived me of the power W waintain and
carry out the Missouri Comprom Ist; by voting it
down in the House of Hepresentatives; and, 24, by the
union of all parties in the oorthern Stules aguinst it at the
wesidentind election.  These are my ressons for abandon-
!nx it? Now, what are their reasons for supporting o
taeasure which they once declared infamous and caused 1o
be ubandoned ? \i:hun in 1849 their assaults rendered it
necessary that 1 should speak at the State capital (o vindi-
cation of gay character, and the wotives of my support of
the Missouri O ginise, they o 1 the Compro-
mise, th by, awnd the 1 wnd pri Itcontain-
ed, a5 an sbandonment of the cluims of freedom and the
rights of the North, These denunciations were kept up
to the very hour that I brought forward the Nebraska bill

when suddenly, us If under the impulse of sowe powerful
conviction, they stopped short In their career of denuuciu-
tion, and taking up this very measure aguinst which they
Lind exhausted all their powers of vituperation asd abus

embraced it “as a thing caponized in the hearis of G
American people,” und wy speech its ablest viodieation
und defence, and coutniniog l?:nv“l}' orthodux principbes
in support of the sacred cupse of freedon, and in opposi-
tion to the aggressions of the sluve power,

I repeat that the abundopment of the po ley of settliog
the slavery question by a geographical line in the manne
| hwve stated produced sl the excltement and apitatio
which ensued and crented the necessity for a new made o
adjustwent.  The country was suddenly plunged juto
terrible seetional struggle. The North and South weee sach
made to believe that their respective vights wers invaded
apd that their honor and safety required them to marshal
all their force in hostile array to n-r»l the aggressions o
the other, This struggle was continued until the wisest
and Lest men in the country beesme alarmed for the safety
of the republic wnd the permanency of the Union. Tiw
venerable and immortal [-'ln{; who bad retired to fill'
| waceful shades of Ashland for the purpose of prepuring

himself for another and a better sphere of existénce, fioll
called upon o leave his retreat snd appin make his appenr-
ance in the Senate, the theutre of his usefuluess, His tri-
umphs, and his ﬁlurg'. From the moment of his appear-
ance nmong us he ceased to be the gallunt and resistiess
partisan leader of former days, and wni vow the repre-
sentative of the patriotism and Union-loving sentiment of
the country, He was hailed and recognised us the leader
around whom all Union men, whigs und democrats, North
and South, from all sections of the country, rallied us their
champion in the glorious cause. During that session ul
Congress there were no whigs and no democrats ug such in
the partisan sense, but all were Union men, with sound
constitutional views and pational sentiments, in opposition
to the fanutics and agitators whose mensures, if not pur-
3, led directly to disunion and revolution, [Pro-

ed applagse,

ith @Lﬁl;au c?ur leader, and Cuss and Webster as our
chumpions, the Union med ptraggled in that wemorable
session of ten months for the n.duﬁl.lou of o great funda-
mental principle as a rale_of scton in wll future twe in
the organization of new Territories and admission of new
States. [Cheers.]

It baving been found impossible to adbere to and carry
out the policy of a geographical line a3 innugurated by the
Mimnr}ﬂ.\my omise, wn imperative necessity existed for
the udoption of u prigciple, just and constitutional, and
ulike applicable to every purliomf our widespread coun-
try, which would not only furnish a sasiafictory solution
of existing difficulties, but in_all future time aypid the oe-
currencs of similar perils, What wis this' printiple ¥ The
recognition on the part of the federal government of the
right of every people to form and regulite 1I3rlr domestic
concerns intersa) policy in accordance with their own
views, with no other limitaticn than thit which the consti-
tution of the United States imposes. { Applause.]

The result of this priveiple was 10 guargaty Lo the peo-
pleof all new Territories and States coming into the Unon
the right—which it is believed the constitution of the Uni-
ted States had already secured, but which the Missouri
Compromise had taken nway—of determining the guestion
of slavery for themselves, irrespective of their lowtion
north or south of any paraliel of latitude, [Applavse] 1
will not weary you with o detall of the ipeidents attend-
ing that long session, and with which the country is famil-
inr. 1 may be permitted to remark, however, that for
mare than five months of that eventful period, we nasem-
led each du',- in the committee-room, with Clay in the
chair, and Chss and Webster upon the right aud left, w
cousnlt what plan of operations could be adopret w thwart
the mad schemes of the funaties and disaoionists until the
great principle for which we were contending should be
carried, and eventually wriumph. That prineiple did tri-
umph in the ndoption of that system of meagures known
us the Compromise of 1830, California was recelved intw
the Union with 4 constitution containing just such provis-
fons on the subject of slavery ns ber own people, when leit
free o decide fl‘or themselves, without any interference or
dictatiog op the part of Congress, saw fit o adopt. [Ap-
planse. ] : :

Utal and New Mexico wege opganized with an express
| stipulation in their fundamental laws that seid Territorics,
| or any part of either of them, should be received ingo the
| Union either with slavery or without, as their constitu-
| tione should prescribe at the time of admission. By look-
| ing into the boundaries of California, Utah, and New Mes-
| iew, i1 will be seen that this principle was applied to them
| without agy roference to the line of 30 deg. 30 min., or the
| source whenee our title to the country was derived.  That
| line cut Califorgia very nearly into equal parts, and yet the
| same principle was npplied to the whole conntry.

i Although Utah s situated entirely norih of 6 deg. 80
| min,, snd emhraced territory acquired from Frapee under
| the Louisinna purchuse, to which the Missouri Compromise
| did apply, a8 well as territory acquired from Mesieo, yet
[ the ( ise of 1850 g tied o those people the right
| to decide the question of slavery for themselves in every
| portion of that Territory, notwithatanding the Missouri
 Compromise denied them that right o part, and the ex-
| tensioe of it wonld bave denied them the right in the
| whole of it

New Mexico included lurge amets of territory on both
Paides of the Miszouri line, and was divided ru:rll‘- and sonth
' by the Rio del Norte, embracing lirge dietricts scqipinad
"rom Texas ns well as from Mexico, together with o seali
traot which was originally a part of the Louisianu puor-

ou the part of this Ftate. The senute , and the
house conurred An, & geries of resolutions which,
I regret to say, | heve met wt my comma
this moment, hbut the substince of which s dis-
toctly lwpressed upon wy wind, lo those resolutions
thiey ropealed, in form and terms, the resolutions previous-
l.(ynuiuph&d instructing my colleague and myself 10 vote
or 4 |rruh!'lnlnl|nr| of sluvery In ull the newly-acquired Ter
ritaries of the United Sttes. They also approved in those
resolutions of ench of the compromise mensures of 1850,
distinelly referring 1o and deseribiog each by name, nnd
especially they endorsed and spproved of the organization
of the new Territories without the * Wilmot provis” being
wltwched o the guame.  These yesolutions were intended and
understood as being the firm and deliberate expression of
the ]mui.ilm of Hlinois that  this State, from that period aod
in the future, would stand upon and approve the great
principle upon which the compromise measures of 1850
were founded as o substitute for the obsolete theory of &
geographical line to separate freo from slave territory,
[Cheers anid great applanse. |

Lo nddition to this series of resolutions, the house of rep-
tesentatives, who were the fmmediste representutives of
the people, and all of whom had been olected pending the
discussion of this guestion, and with a view to the endorse-
went of the prillrlip!n- contiined in iy adopted snother se-
vies of resolutions which should not only endorse the com-
prowise measures of 1850 as a satisfectory  adjustment of
the points involved in that controversy, but should sane-
tiom the principles nsserted as o rule of action to govern
e settors -lrlll representntives from this State in all tioe
o vome. T will be pardoned fur cending that resolution :

' Heavlved, That our lberty and tndependence are based
wpen the right of the people to orm for thenselves such goy-
crmment s they way ehovse, nud thet this great privilege,
the birthright of frovmen, the giit of Heaven, seourod 1o ns
iy thit blvod of vue aneesdors, ought to be extended o futare
wenerations, and po Hwitstion ought to be applicd w this
sower in the aniention of wwy Territory of the United
Staten, of elther & tervitorinl government oF State constita-
ity provided the governient so vstabilished shsll be vepub-
um, n'u! it conformity with the constitution of the Ugited
Statos,”

Thia reaolution, 1t mast be boroe in mind, was adopted
ad ane of # seties expressive of e opinions of the prople of

the people 10 setile the slavery question for themselves, wnd
o wnomet of approval of the principle conubned in the
ompromise measureg of 1RG0 s o substitute for both the
Wilwmot proviso and the policy of o geographical line,
Thus it appenes that at that period the representatives of
the people of Hlinois regarded the priociple involved in

[Hinoty, hrough their represcotgtiveg, upon the rght of

:‘ﬂ;’ﬂ- “mwitt Bas been sustained 13 & question now |
Within four months after the presidentin! election Con-
fu';“ B &t 10 organise the Territory of Washing-

was the first Territory formed after the adop-
| tion of the compromise wensures of 1850, Lo onder 10 -
|durx|nn=l distinctly the provisions of that act, snd their
| bearing upon lhc‘})rm_rnl fuestion, it 18 necessary W bear
Cim wind that the erritory of Washington formerly constl-
| tuted & part of the Territury of Uregon, and that Oregou
’wq organized oo the 1ath of August, 1848, with =

pro- |

foreign affalrs and imperial

of the Parliswent or of any other

wake laws for them n&ﬂhl:

erty, without thelr consent ¥y giveu by represents,
tives elected by themselves. The deninl of this right i,
the Hritish governwent to the Americsn colonies p,
dueed  the revolution which resulted in the estaby)
ment of our independence. Every batte of thal seve,
vears’ bloody struggle was fought in defence of the righi
the Awerican colouies w mako thelr own laws and esty),

| of slavery, to bein forco inftbe whole of that Territory.

vision declaring the vrdinapee o 1787, for the prohibition
When the bili was rml-:z o President Polk for his sig-

nature, he hesitated about signing it, upon the ground of
that slavery prohivition : but when be concluded to do so,
he avcompamied his approval with s message to the House

| of Representatives, where the bill origin

! dn:l.umi‘ in substanee, that holsinn{ .
derstunding that the Missouri line was to be extended 1o
the Pacifie, nnd beewuse s prohibition of sluvery in Oregon

i which be |
the bifl with the un-

lish their own domestio institntions through their owy |,
| cal l:igl.‘"; - Lh;['l:u (nf wu of the United Stue
was wdopled for par; preserving AN iy
| ing the rights achioved L?uthe revolution, .‘ﬁu qqusi,f,,
now nl.lfheu. ﬁhnﬂl;hcutl':m Mt::i‘:' United Sustes enfor,,
upon the people [ rﬁndpll 80 odivy,
that the ax’guerl ol the Declarntion of lndep .
1o its resistance thele “lives, their and their sacrui
7" We staud now w of the revoly.
tion theu stood—clsiming for the people of distant Terriy,.
ties or colonies the right of self-government in all thing

would be consistent with the Missouri Comp if thus
extended, the whole of that Territory being sorth of 36
dey. 30 min.  But ho slso said in the same message that
he never would liave approved of the bill containing that
prohibition under uny other circumstances than the confi-

dent expectation that the Missouri line was o be adbered |

the Missouri fine wae abandoned, and the great priociple
of seli-government substituted for it by the Compromise of
L850, the guestion waturally arose upon what plan the Ter-
ritory of Washington should be organized.
| By reference 1o the act, it will Lo seen that the ordinance
ot 1787, prohibiting slavery in Uregon, was omitted in the
vill organizing Washington, snd, as if’ 1o render the inten-
Hon of the legislature clear and certain, the 12th section of
the bill provides what nets of Congress passed prior to that
date should be in force; and omitting, aud thereby exclud-
g, thel orgunie law of Uregon, and the ordinance of 1787,
from being longer in foree in the Territory of Washingion,
Thus, it appears, that in the bill estublishing the T(‘?lgl"i‘.'r'
| of Washington, which was the first and only Territory
| |-r§-_.a|l1$ Bluve the ndoption of the () of 18564, and
tefore the introduction of the Nebruska bill, the prohibi-
Hun of wlavery was not only owitted, but & slavery prohi-
Lition, which hud been for several years in force in the
Territory, wis absolutely repealed, and the people allowel
| 10 settle the alavery question for theinselves precisely s
they nie in Utah and New Mexico—under the l'ul!lpnltldsr
(ol 1850, wnd in Kavsas sad Nebraska under the act orgun-
| faknge those Territorien. How does it happen that the tor-
o

L wide of victuous ind he Nebraska bill,

10 wnd carried out in the mode suggested. Whan, however, |

the Nebraska bill as “the birthright of freemen, the gift | becanse the probibition of slavery was repealed in order
of Heaven, seeured to wx by the blond of vur unceslors” | to ennble the people 1o govern uirmselvee, was not ralied
i declared that this principie “ought w0 e extended | ugainst the Washington bill, where a similar prohibition
t future  geneeations.” In order to avoid all doubt| was repealed, under precisely the same circumstances
as to their meaning in it application 1o terriory | The journals show that the Washington bill passed the
vither now possessed or herealier aoguired, they  de- | House by 100 majority, and that nearly every nortbern
clared that “NO LIMITATION opght 10 Lr applied to this | whig voled for it, including the oply whig member from
power in the organization of ANY Territory of the United | this State, b Yates, and that it pasaed  the Senate without
States, of either n territorial government or Stateé consti- | u division—no one fecling disposed even to call the yeas
tution.”  Why the necessity, after decluring this principle ond says. Ten months after the Washington Territory
to be the birthright of freetnen, o say that no limitstion | was catablished 1 introdueed the bill to organize the Terri-
should be tolersted upon the power? Hy the Missouri | lories of Kansas and Nebraska ; and, in order 1o Ty ot
Compromise the people of the Territovies north of the par- | in good faith the rinciples of the Cowmpromise of 1850, a

nllel of 26 deg 30 min, were to be forever deprived of the |
right of exercising “this great privilege,” elther while a

Insgmuch us that linge had been abaodoned, and this |
great principle substituted in lien thereol, the repl'rsent..l-,l
tives of the ]!l'(}{l’f of Minois, evidently with express ref- |
srence to this old Missouri restriction, declured in this res- |
olution that no Hmitation should be tolernted upon this
right of the people in any Territory of the United Stales,
whether north or south of 36 deg. 20 min, or whether in
the territory now possessed or to be hereafter acquired.
Could more clear, and emphatic langusge have been
used for the expression of this intéation on the part of
the house of representatives?  This resolution is also in
perfect harmony with thuse of the senate, to which I have
referred, and only differs from them in being more dis-
tinct and explicit in the form of expression. By these
resolutions mi' collengue and myselfl were perempto-
rily iostrocted, so fur as it was competent for the
repriguigatives of the people to instruel, to organize
the Territorive of Kansas and Nebraska upon the prin-
viple contained in the Kebraska bill whenever said
Territories should be organlzed. lo preparing the bill,
therefore, in the form in which it now stsnds upon the
statute-hook, I lijerally complied  with the alinest unani-
mous wish and sentiment n!’ the people of Hllinois us ex- |
pressed in their resplutions.  But since such a violent eryu-

gde I8 now being waged agonst this measure and the |
principle upon woich it rests, it may be well 1o inguire |
whio voted fir the resolution? 1 have the record before |
me, from which it will be perceived that every democratic |
repreagatative present, without exception, voted for this |
vesolution in the form in which | have resd it Was it
rensonahble to have expected, afier the democratic party had
thus approved of this trinviplu by the unsnimous vole of
thair repr ives, that any de t should rise up and
denvunce we us a traltor for dolng  thut which 1 had been
recommended 1o do by the democratic party of the whole
State through their representatives ?  [Loud and repeated
applanse.]  Now, let us see who voted agninst this resolu-
tion of inatrue fon, Here nre all the names: Adams of
Kaoe, Gage of MeHenry, Norton of Will, and Swan of
Lake—four in all—three abelitionists and one whig, who
is now an abolition sod know-nothing memboer of Copgress.
nly four votes in the whole house, und such votes! How is |
this ? Were there no whigs in the house ! and ifgo, how did:
they vote? Hereare their pomes: Adams, Whitesid | Allen,

Arms, Heekwan, Breckentidge, Bruer, Bristow, Edwards |
of Muadison, Kwmerson, Hamilton, Hatch, Hodges, Knapp,

Miller of Madisun, Miller of Winnebago, Persinger, Picker- |
ing, Singleton, Thowns, and Thornton.  Were not thess all |
whigsgood and true. and the ouly whigs who represented the |
people in 1linois in the house at that time?  Instructed by |
the unaajmons vote of the democratic party, and the

uninimons yole of the whig perty, to allow “no limitation” |
upon the right of the peoplo of Kansas and Nebrasks, or |
any other Territory, 10 settle the slavery question for|
themselves, 1 am now denounced as o traitor for my fdel-

ity to that principle and my obedience to that ustruction.

Do oot misunderstand mwe. 1 suy now what I huve suid

everywhere In my speeches—that [ do not offer thie resolu-

tion of instruction ns my renson for having incorponited

this prineiple into the Nebraska bill. [Cheers] | should

bave doge go 11 had not been instrueted—I should have |
dope so if the peaple of Hlinols had never expressed any

apinion ypon  the sobject-—I shonld bave dope so because

the principle is right in itself, is just to the people of the

Territories and of the new States to e forme I.h:-n'ut,-—isl
consisgtent with the constitution and underlies our entire
sistens of republivan government, [ Enthusisstic cheer-
fng. ] While | do not vite this reselution of instruction as

my renson for my fdelity to this great principle of seli-
erument and coustitutional right, [ confoss that it was s mat- |
tor of gatisfuction for me to kuow thiat while doisg my doty

great polinest pacties embracing oinesienths of the whole

chase, In g much of the coantry wequired from Texas

sitnated nortl of 56 30 as was embraced within the Huitg |
" New i nd upen which a prohibition of slavery | : 5 Y 2 & h
of New Mexico, and upo » e sy | pledged to sustain and carry out this peinelple, doss pog | Congress in fivor of a googrphical line across the con- | jug Ty

Chne yenr after these legislative resoltitions wore | Ubenl, tolersbing  badoy o owe side, and  forever pro- 18
Uur temperance friends under- | u:.i

had previously existed, there was o gonratep contained in |
the Compromise of 1850 that the people should ng oo |

:uh'priwtl of the right to seitle the stuvery guestion borl

themselves in any portion of sald Territory, notwithstand- |

people of IHinowe, [ Apipd
whig party, as will us the dep

=N
WHTRUD parly, wes solvmnls
stop here.
adepted, the two panies sesewbled ar Baltisore 10 vomi- |
" o tzapective candidates jor the presidency and
fee presiilecey of te Dt States

clunse was lnlrul]‘uﬂ'li to render (ke old probibition of
slavery inoperative and void, and to leave the people frov

Territory or after their admigsion into the Union as Bates, | 10 form and regulate their domestie institutions in their | fyere

uwn way, subject enly to the constitution of the United
Sutes. Now, those who voted for and sustained the
Washington bill are the londest and the fercest in their
denuncintions of the Nebrasku bill, when the two meas-
ures carry oul precisely the same principle, in s different
lorm uf words, under ciroumstances identical in every ma-
terial point.

I now come to the consideration of those provisions of
the Nebruska bill which have been most fiercely assailed,
It bas been said, and everywhere repented in the nou-slave-
holding Staws, that it was the intention and legul effect of

the mensure to extend slavery, nnd 1o legislate it into ter- |
Itis certaln that those who make this |

ritory new free,
charge bave never read the bill or comprehended its prin-
ciples ; otherwise, they stand convicted ;:_v the law itself of
stuting that which is expressly contradicted by the terms
of the act. It would be a positive violation of the princi-
ples of the Xebrasku bill either for to extend or
eircumscribe the institution of sluvery—sither to establish
or mbolish it—vither to legisiate it into uny Territory or
out of any Terriwry, The law declares in the 14th ml{n :
At being the trie (utent wnd moaning of thix act wof to legis-
dute slavery i uny Ferritory or State, nor to exelude it there-
Jrow, but to leave the people theret per. cetly fregto furm and
reguilate thetr dumeatic instilutions in their own way, subject
andy ta the conatitution of the United States,” [ Applnuse.]
I the principle be right to allow the people to govern
thewselves in all that relates to their domestic and internal
pulicy, then the Nebraska bill is right.  If that principle
e wrong, the Nelbrska bill is wrong, Why should pos
the y_eonfu of Kansas aud Nebraska be allowed o govern
themselves? Are they oot capuble of self-grovermment ?
Who wrethey, and whenee did they come from, that they can-
not be truated with this sacred right? Did they not emigrate
from {llinols and Kentticky, from Peunsylvania and  Vire-
ginia, und the other States of the Union? Were they not
capable of deciding this slavery question for themselves
before they left their homes in the Staes 7 No one doubis
that, If so, will it be coutended that these people have
lost their Nﬂmcil_\r to govern themselves simply because
they buve demonstrated their spirit and enterprise by
moving a little further West in the grand march of progress
and civilization 7 | repeat the question, then, why shontd
they not be permitted to exercise this privilege, which has
been declared to be the birthright of freemen by our rej-
resentatives in the legislature, and which 1 say they eau-
not be deprived of without being reduced to s conditiva of
political bundage? [IA;IPJWJ The abolitionists ndmit
their willinguess to nllow the people to exercise this right in
all other mutters except that of African slavery. Why make
this exception 7 Their answer is, because slavery isa horrid
rime. I0ithew crime, is that theonly erime that the people of
a Territory und of the new States are called upon 1o provide
wgningt ¥ Murder is supposed to be a ecrime, and robbery
and birceny,  Yet | would be obliged 1o auy man who will
show me nu act of Congress providing for the punishment
of either in any orgunized Territory of the United States,
Will it be said that Congress encouriges and supports mur-

der and rolibery and larceny in the Territories, becanse, in- |

stead of establishing a criminal code for the people, they
biave geanted them a legislature, and left the people free 1o
make their own laws, and o form their own criminal code,
through their own representatives elected for that purpose !
They tell us that slavery i3 an evil, affecting injurionsly the
morals of both the white snd the black. 1F 1t be so, is it
the anly morml  evll that the people of the Territory are
valled upon to protect themselves agninat? 1 know many

good nod true men who believe that the nse and abuse, |
| matuutivcture and sale, of ardent spirits is o grievons evil, | the ordinanee of ‘87,

injurivus to the morals of the community, but T have never
konown ang one of them to petition Congress for the

I had tae preprded evidence of the approval of the two | age of o fundamental and SGrrevocable law that brandy | door was

should never b used or_introduced into any Territory of

The evideace that the the United States, or into any State hercafter to be formed | rights of the master.  Under the inflaencs. amd

therefron,.  Nor bave | ever koown them to petition

lbbsting it on the other,

stand the constitution and the prinviples of our gov-

The whigs sdopted | etnment o well o ceull opon Congress to legisiate upon | fig

i 10 " the Missourd (5 rutiise that elavery |
| I the stipulation of the Missourt Compromise thatelavery [ o platform in which she . pledged themae] vis to stend by | watters so purely of o loend and domestic charneter. Wlhen

should never exist thervin,

Thoa it appears that in the adoption of the compromise |
measures of 1860 Ho respect was paid to the fut whether
the terrvitory lay north o6 gomth off 36 30, or to whether it
was derived from Mexico, Texas, or Fraoee, and whether
slavery bad been prohibited in any portion of it or not, for |
the reason that the principle upon which the new plan of
sdjustment wis founded rendered these considerstions cn-
tirely immaterial, since the policy of & geographient line
had been o ’

When I returned fo my home in this city in October,
1800, immediately alter e copsummation of this geent
scheme of adjustment, I found here wild and sngry
epirit of hostihity snd resistance 1o those mensures w rio- |
lent and as determined as that which existed 1o the 3
braska bill on my return this vear. [ take no pleasane in
recarpiag to the seenes that were then enacted.  The com-
mon council had pageed resolutions nullifying the laws of |
the United States, and witiholding the assistance of the
police in their execntion. The standurd of rebellion newinst
the federal government had been radsed, and vioiest e
sistance 10 the constituted authorities wis threatened. The
Aangers of bloodshed and civil war scemed imminent and |
almcss apevoiduble. 1t was nota pleasant duty to ap- |
pear before the wasgbitants of o city thus excited and de-
trmined, and vindicate & srivs of measores 8o nopopalar
unid 50 odions, and where the curreai of gpinion seemed so
unanimous that o successful vindication appeared Lig
Yet duty impelled me 1o make the effort. [ defendied oseu
of the compromise mesdures of 1850 in detail, and
whole as & gratem ; insisting that each was eminently jast
and right in itsel i substance and principle, being found-
ed on sound vapstitutionad grinciples.  [Applaose ] |

My apecch on that ocension was published in pam |
form, and a large edition circnlated throughout this :&l“t,_
and to some extent throughout the whole conntry. [V wus

should | gae will take the trosble 1o look into that spewch, ma pub- | thdn. The main potot in the comaign of 185

lighed wt the time, bhe will peodive that T then gave the
sume pxposition of the prineiples of tl.'uv;du of ndjust-
ment that [ now give in my justification of the Nl
DAl Tt will be seen that | then and there defended
compromise measures of 1850 apon  the distinet principhe |

roe of the present canvass | have often propousded the | that the people of each Territory and State comng into | standing their plaiforn. wem not entirely sound upon that
in dB42 | the Union should be left free 10 decide the question eof | question | hut they prompily, nid with some severity, re-
snd ob- | slavery dgr themselves.  There was 4 goneral election pend- | wrted upon me tint those mensures were whig s,

ing in this Mate w ibe time for members of Congress and
leglslatnre.  Pending that esnvas, the morits of the Com-
promise, which bad just boen ad . ats o corpeotness

alavery

[
eertuin that thers waa aod gome truth in this | of the principles on which it was founded, were freejy e 1o
when | proposed the extension of that line 1o fully discussed before the peopte.  When the bogislature as- | ster was (10 proatcot champion, and Fillmore, the model
Pacific evesy abolition aud freesoil paper i the conn- | sembled a fow wecks therenfler, the two houses pracesded | whig President, gave salifity 10 e conctments by bis oxe
my name in large | o reconsider the position which the Swate cccupied on the | ecutive approval. Thus it was seygued ansd ‘Mcl.:ﬂht: by

watiop in consequence of their previous action, | two great political parties of the countey that © i

A, Dougles, the solitary exception,” meaning | and to take such sieps g2 the new policy inasgurated by | ty to the principles involved in those mewsures was inds-
i to be the only man north of the compromise measures of (850 shonld render necessary ' putable, and ought not to be called in question.  How far

and carry onl the compromize mesures of 1850, a8 & foal

settlewment of the shavery gquestion, “in substanee and in
prillnr[u. They then nominnwd  General Seott as their
candidute for the presidency, and  placed  Him ereet upon

that platform, se  containig the priociples which he and  of the public morals. Why cannot the abolitionists learn | the State B,

they were to carry jnto effect in the cvent of his election,

| Gengryd Seott weeepted the nomination (1o nse his own
The democratic  to make whatever luws are necessary for the public morals | e free. 1 speak from my
1 Cthe wld constitation of ml

langunge ) with the resoliations snnexed,
party assombled in national convenuon ot the samo place,
And aboul the sume time ; nominated  Gen, Pierce a8 otir

cnndidate for the presidency, and sdopred a platform, inwhich  certain and perilous protection of the people offy Territory. | visions of that instrument, !’mp
| we also stood pledged to wdhere to and carry out the com- Are they any more snertd than the rights of the “hhr} that, g0 lo
promise messuees of 1850 as a fina! gettlement of the slave- | men?  They do not olject to giving the legislatures of the | shouhd not
What did we nll mwean when we de- | Territories anlonited control over all the rights aod inter- | have it; but the momen

1Y CORTrOversy,
clared 1hu! Compromise to be a finnd settlement. in sul-
stance and in prigviple ' Did we allude to the past only
and not to the future ? Ind &9 meapn that in all time thers
shoald wever he

meant that our immense territorial  pussessions should for-
ever remain savage wildernesses,

ordinance of 1787, againet the mgih of the prajie 1o settle
the slavery question. [ popeat, then, what did we mean by
that pledge, unless it was thut the principle was to bie Hoal

andd 1o be applied 1o all fture time whenever o oew Terri-

| tory was to be organized, or u new State to be sdmitted ? 1 the orime if you only give them s l-ﬂ:}aw!

binre already shown thst it wis the distinet Illll!tﬂlﬂnl‘ilﬂuﬂf
the [Hinoid fegiaiptare, nnd 1 think | may safely sssume that
it was the understandiug o both whigs and democrats
throughoat the conntry, in the presuicuiisl cagign of
1852, that the prinelple of the Comproonse of 1880

hlet | wus to constitute & rule of action, sod to be appoed  allow bis
in all cases and under all cirenmstances, where the oeces-  yon that they would make bad fawe i they had 5 chance | yot witablishing that
| sty of sctiom exisgted, in order to prevent & slavery apite- | Ask any other despot on earth, and youa will get a similar | serted a. .

-

. was, wheth-
ef Pier ¢ ot Sewid, the dewweratic or whi

the crrupromise reasares 18500 | remember that | gave
offenre 1w some of wy whig friends by intimaging o my

spesohes (hat the whiy party sod their candidate. notgith- | ense (0 the luws enacted by the of under the
desize thes thy pruple of the Territordes, in wntters concern- | provisional government, it will s seen m bad pro-
g thvir local and domestic policy, shoulid b governed by

predicated upon whig principles, and, as proot of their pr-
tensions in this respect. would refer to the fact that Henry
lay, the great imbodiment of whig principles, was the
of the Commpromiss of 1850 ; that the god-like Web-

the
li-

they derive that principle?

of the revoiution claimed that the American colonies, it womwan, or child in mmmwmm
matters afficting their domestic alairs and interoa n’o»- o 1 ot

they desire W exert their energies for the suppression of the
evils of lutmperanos they are in the habit of applyiog to
the legkalatures of the States wnd Teerituries where th
live for the passage of all needful laws for the preservati

the true theory of our governwent from the friends of tem- |
prerance, and trist to the people of each Srate and Territory |

They tell s that the

and fur the suppression of crim
» e confided 10 the un-|

rigMs of the nepro are oo suer

ests of white people, subject to no other lmitation (han that |
which the constitntion imposes.  They are willing to allow |
the legrislature 1o prescribe wid ulute the relations of

another Torriiory organimd, of o pew  husband and wife, pareot and cbhibd, but they are shocked at | with reference 1o their own welfare and ty, abol
[Cheers.] lh,z not thank

master wud servant. Do thoy speard the rights of the negro

And i vew Territories 88 any more geered thiun the vights of their wives and chil- | are the
were 1g be formed, did we not all know that some aboli- | dren, that they reuice s higher degree of civilistion to pro- | slavery only
tionist would instanily propose the Wilmot proviso, or the | tect the latter than the formee” Why, then, shall we not tru#l  the vear 1787 woukl not Jet us be

the people of the Terntortes to legislate for the negio ns well
ws the white man? The abolitionists tell us tiat it wedo this |
the peuple are sure 1o establish slavery, How is that? Sta- |
very u horrid crime, yet the Wee stire 10 commit|
1 Slivery a mon-|
strous evil, yet the ie are sure to jnflict it upon the- |
selves if you do pot deprive them of the power!  The ob-
jertion to allowing the people to make ltjeir own luws is
that the people are sure o do wrong if you do not restrain
ke, Ask the Emperor of all the Russine why he don’t
pie o wake their owo laws, and he vill el

reply. The encaves of republican institutions everywhere |

g party, would justiy their tyraony and despotism upon the ple What | vears prior to that period the people of had lived
mi-

| prove the most ieliable fn carrying out the prinviples of the people are eertnin 1o make bad laws, and 1o rui

themsetves if they are allowed to exercise the right of seli-
govermment. The | t of differenice fwtween the nbolition-
wis and the supporters of the Netiracka bill i this:  They

the baws made . the Uonjress of the Uoited Siatas, with.

ot glving the people wno are to b affectesd by those Inws  pstabiish

the Lew-making

Y Yole uf Yol
Lieorye

fu‘ﬂ' Where did
1 snd the topes

wns, shonid te guveraed by laws mude by the British

Pariament, withuut giviag the colonies any voice or ep-
| resenlalgy
while they were willing 10 acknowledgs their alleginnce
w the imperial government in all things which related 1o

tp Patliament  Uur revolutionury Mthers

tniniog to their local und internsl co o

E:\Inuut_i stand where the tories of the rev
uying that right and claimiog sl power over them up,

the pretence that they are iucapable of thes.
Cselves agminst the injurious consequences of oWy
acts,  The abolitionist k to thls
Hagraut violation of thessered right of L upay
the geound thut the people of the Territories aud new State

will cortaiuly open the door o the introduction of glaver:.
| If this assertion should prove true, it will not be d-
ed that any frev man would thereby be dg“ﬂ “his tib-
erty, or that the number of slwes in the United State
wanld be igoreused 1
on the east side of
west of that poble stream.  The onl rﬂu
 shave shall be permitted o go ial:;- o
there remain with his muster us such, or be. comy
remain in n state of lavery where he now is.

whenever slaves should be permitted to go into {
| vy is one which sffects the peaple of ;;’mu-m
| one eise. If the peopls want them to come and

them, who Lns & right to interpose?  But doos Yao distory
uil" the ﬂu;nl?r_r mrlidn the nt.-linlt sy ! 'hlberdn
the people of uny State or Tecritory are A o a8
they Pltm on this question, wo M.h\ﬁizilﬁ-
vur of the introduction of slaves?  The sawe clsss of wen
who now hold the sificmative of this L

of & portion of
o Mississippi 10 thannh;‘uh
‘whether

in 1848 that, unless Cong o und the
people of California of the right 1o decide thiy on fur
themaelves, she wonld become o sluve State, We were the

called upon 1o violate the great principle of self

ment, upon the ground that stavery would overrun ('aj-
foruia nnd New Mexico, and all the - moguired |
the teenty of pewce with Mexico, unlbess Mlﬁul{!
prohibit it by the sdoption of the Wilmot proviss or the
ordinance of '#7. i

suceeeded in operating upon the prejudices sul

Thc{‘

credulity of the people until they -
structions from every nop-slaveb  BAVE Obe, iy
favor of the positive prohibition of sla result
sustained these predictions?  Copgress did not 4 the
Wilmot proyiso; did not i " ition of .
did not deprive the people :! those Te
|t decide for themselves, The people of sroia, W
Jlg!\wrfecﬂ)‘fmlodunthax formed & constity.
Lion

|Jm‘!.lilihil.ilq,; the introduction of slaves. Californts,
ure, becwme a free State, not at the bidding or
dictation of Cougress, but under the stion of the
| eiple ul'lln-.ii:'lbrlrh bill. When U and New
| Weru organ ¢ sawe priociple was applied to
| they wfre left free to decide the slavery
| themeelves.  Hage they established  slavery
tory of the country for the last six
fied every prediction, exploded ¢
every proposition, urged by the abolitionists at
Yel, in the fuce of these facts, and in contempt of past
| perience, they come forward now with the same

i

i nud predictions, sustnined by the same armnﬁ and
urged with as much sssurance aud ) { zeal us if what
they bad predicted of California the had
proved true instead of falsc. Where, then, are the. bensfi-
cinl results of their ubolition doctrine, which calls upos
Congress to ;'t-lieru the peaple from e.:l'h which e

pposed to be i ble of averting? From what foot of
American soil have drawn sla actof O '
When the constitution was -dobu:l‘:gn nion com of

twelve glaveholding States and one

1: | Since that time slavery has been abolisled in six out of

Lhueu w}uw slaveholding States. Was this
y act of Congrees, or through the mysterions instrumen
tality of the “ﬁlmul proviso, or the ordinance of 1787, o

uM‘!'-‘-lm‘w“ri m:ml:itimun ?l bt Hnlmhmm
Slavery waa ahol n New

Cunum‘.li{ut, New York, Pennsylvania, New H.‘:
under the operation of the principle of the Nebraska
which, under the conatitution of the United Siates, leave
the peopie of each State free 1o form and unl:a-t‘drdm
mestic institutions in their own . !

o here, theny are the muwni'yﬁ- mm.
gee and dietation 7 Thi 'Iiﬂlm%mh' '
institutlons in Ulinois un?\i ﬂnﬁw'am . mr&

old Northwest Territory, and attributes these 1o the ordl-
nauce of 1787 prohibiting slavery., Ts it troe that thes:

States rejected sluvery merely beeause of an obeolets ordi-
| unnce, which, Mr, Madison informs us, was pass
| el without constitutional authority, and w the Bu-

| preme Court of the United States has decided to have be
| come void when the itution was nd
{ happens it thut the people of these
| lieved from the nfrenuon of that ordinance by belng
| veived into the Union upon an equali th the ori
| ginal States, did not -dul{: elavery ? Yéﬁl it be contend-
| el that Hlinoisand ench other Swte, otit of the North-
| weat Tetritory have not the same right to establish or
| uboligh, introduce or exclude, slavery that Vieginis or
Mussiuchuseits bus under the vonstitution? 1 do mot rec-

| agnise the doctrine that there ean be { in respect
|t the righta and powers of the different States in thils con-

fiderasy. | Each State s an absolute in all
| things

where the constitution of the United States has-not
posed | ions ; and wh limiation that
ment has placed upon any of the States apphies with
force 1o each of all the States, old and new,
and non-sluveholding. Nor is it competent Clong
or any ather power, 80 long as the constitution!
changed, to impose o limitation, either.by the name of
Wilﬂ;lt;} liruti&n&ror the tl:‘l:rlnm of 1787, or the Missouri
| restriction, er by any o Bame, upon Stae,
i {u or hereafler dmitied,

| either now in the Gui 1o be admitted, which
| the constitution has not placed upon all the States  Hence
| I insist that the true and unly resson why slavery.does not
exist in Winois is becansn the people do ot It &g
cansequently h.uekilmhililld it. Nor is. r
trie thut elavery did not exist or wasinot i into
Illinois while o Territory, and under the-restrietions of

¢ refe 1 code
| ritorisl laws  adopted "M \??m go 1801 l.; wtb:
i u;ml::uﬁn d;e '].llll.l'Il:‘nl:rc:El hﬂwg
on
vision made for Lot nnd forei the
pro-

' tection of those laws Illinois became n  slavehold-
rritory, and remained such until after Congress, in
'wlh“t!" rgr_::]r.udmhﬂl:-minhﬁ-MuM
ity wi 2 Btates w batwgerer
e the peonib of NG, beiog teNupi BEt amy tobr
tation upon théir vights then that of the con-
“titution, and being left entirely free to form and regulate
their domestic institutions (0 sait themaelves, determined
in their Swle constivutiva—1st, that sil persons o - por-
view ar lnbor in the Stete shoutd fulfil the oor-
view: 3d, that no more slaves should be into
that all children bereafler born of slave
parents should become free atn specificd age, snd. g per-
sons born of slave parents after a p cular period

think I can be mistuken in
s Congress said that the p

ve .-1u-ory,£mIL:u long lh)1

was withdramn. and the great of
as recognised in the Nebraskia bill, was_extended to our
people s o matter of vight, they, of their own choice, and

| State admitted into the Union?  Surely we could not have  the g of permitting them to establish the relations of ished and prohibited slavery.

any man for complimenting  oar ing W
advocates . of freedom m o

o i Comjineue G

Ve \ otberwise ' %or sz

I willing to admit that, duriug the af  out
entire history as a State, and in the n—-ﬂi:: our con-

stitutions at different periods, we have been degradel

inte a humilisting lo.i,plniil! with

have all become ;hhaumpim

nance of 1787 would not permit us

era | repeat again, whee are the

principle that the power of

drive slavery from our Iand?  Perbaps

0 a5 a2 countey they have

Hoom of African slavery. It ia true that in the ongasic
erritory i iGde o

ylug the ordinames of 1TRT

the whole of that Territdry © but it js lso t

under & provisional guvernment crested

fur themselves, without any recognition or protection

Congress or the authorities of the United Staten. By refer-

hitsited glmyery in that Territory,

hy a unanimous
years helbpe

vote, 5i
oo et g ¥

Ler L
fure, that WSS uwm*?Md‘ ‘ovet
Oregon, it was a historioal fact that there was nots mah,

desired to introduce slavers. The whole exient of this
abolition triumph, therefors, was to insult o people by
ing that they should not hare slavery, six years sfler
had giren the most subatantial and suthorittive ev deace
that they would sot bave jt

I therefore ropent what | have often said on other oocs-

-




